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PREFACE. 



An attempt is made in this monograph to study the evolu- 
tion of the morphology of Malaysjam with the help of the data 
furnished by inscriptions and literary texts. 

Though descriptive 'Accounts of Malayl|am are available in 
Gundert’s "Grammar of the Mai. language" (published in 1868) 
and in A. R. Raja Raja Varma’s Keraja Ploinlyam {tnd edition), 
a detailed historical survey (embodying illustrations from 
inscriptions and texta) of the evolution d the grammatical 
features of Mai. has so far remained a desideratum. Gundert, one 
of the pioneers in the study of MaL grammar, did indeed occa- 
sionally advert in his work to the origin of some of the grammati- 
cal forms; but his handliogof the historical aspects was necessarily 
inadequate and imperfect in view of the fact that many important 
classics (/. f. L’ pQunlllsande&am, LllltiUkam, the Nirspam works 
and the campus) and several inscriptions were not available in 
hia time. Quite a large number of historical aspects are envisaged 
in Keraja Ploinlyam (which was at once historical and analytical 
in its treatment); but the scope of that magnum opus was far too 
wide to admit of the possibility of the historical side being 
worked out in full on a chronological basis with reference to 
texts and inscriptions. 

The influence of tradition has always been strong in Mai., 
and In the earlier stages the tempo of evolution was not the same 
in all arefcs; hence it sometimes happens that texts which chrono- 
logically belong to later periods, preserve forms mirroring earlier 
stages of evolution- Barring instances of this type, the gradual 
development of forms could be traced from period to period in 
literature and in inscriptions. 

A historical survey, like the present one, cannot avoid dis- 
cussing origins- I have had, therefore, to outline a number of 
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perspectives in the course o£ this essay; but in doing »o, I have 
as far as possible allowed the fact* to speak for themselves and 
yield the inferences. Chief among such new perspectives out- 
lined here are those relating to the origin of the “qualificatory” 
? [Ch. I, § to], the unique Mai. tense with n [Ch. IV, § 6 ] 
and the Mai. negatives embodying tense-affixes [Ch. IV, § 14 ]. 

I hope that Ch. VI which groups together under separate 
headings the specialities of the morphology of some of the pro- 
minent Mai. classics, and Ch. VII which treats about the ques- 
tion ol affinities,— a question about which unfortunately hazy 
and unscientific notions still prevail,— will be found useful. 

The importance of the comparative study of the Dravidian 
languages is increasingly recognized today; but the condition 
precedent to all comparative studies is that the individual 
speeches themselves should first be analysed both from the 
historical and the descriptive standpoints. 1 venture to hope 
that the present monograph wiil be useful not only tostudents ol 
Malay Siam but also to a wider circle of Indunists interested in 
comparative linguistic studies. 

The documentation may appear to be somewhat forbid- 
dingly elaborate; but since this work is the first of its kind, the 
detailed references to the sources will, I trust, not be found 
superfluous. 

I know that definitive editions are lacking for some of the 
classical works ia Malayljam; but I have Uken care to embody 
in this essay only such illustrations as repeatedly crop up in dif- 
ferent works or recur in different contexts in the course of the 
same work. 

The printing of this book has by no means been an easy 
task. Some of tbe symbols [dental n’; alveolar t',d’] had to be 
improvised. The compositors were unused to tbe work of 
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handling diacritics, and the proof-sheets had to be corrected 
several times before the formes could be nude ready for the 
machine. But the unfailing courtesy of the Superintendent of the 
Government Preas, Mr. N. M. Parameswara Ayyar, consider- 
ably lightened my task of piloting the work through the Press, 
and I take this opportunity to thank him for the facilities that 
he placed at my disposal in this connection. 

My thanks are also due to the Rama Varma Research 
Institute Committee for the kind readiness with which ray work 
was accepted for publication. 



Ernakulam, 
>5th April 1936. 
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